
TESTIMONY BEFORE THE SUB-COMMITTEE ON THE ASSASSINATIOl OP 
OF PRESIDENT JOHN F, KENNEDY 

U, S. HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

May 2 and 3, 1978 



set Sorth below is a sunnnary of data furnished <^“^9 ^ 

Session of the House Sub-conmittee on Assassinations on 5 / 3 / 18 . 

5«e CongLslen Richardson Preyer (North Carolina), Chairing, Harold S. 
Sawyer (Michigan); and Christopher J. Dodd (Connecticut), 

LJS^selor, who posed a majority of the questions, was Robert Genzman, a 

graduate of Cornell Law School. 

It should be pointed out that on the previous date. May 2, 1978, 

I was queried by Cc^selor Genzman between the h^rs of A.M. wd N^n 

Ld Ltween 2-.00 P.M. and 4:00 P.M. It is possible, hence, that some of 
mv answers given on that date may be recorded from memory as given during 
S>e E^::Stive re„ion. However. I “ 

follows was given before the House Sub-committee on May 3, 1978. 

At the outset, I was asked to furnish background of my FBI career, 
and I provided the following informations 

I entered the Bureau in August of 1950 as a 
on Mav 6 1977. Somet‘ime during the questioning, if not entirely at the 

outset i traced my career in the Bureau, including my assignments in ^e 
Newark* and New Orleans Divisions and overseas, as well as my assigment 
SaS^ar«r°y and temporary duty assignment, in Santo D»^go d«^g 
the revolutionary crisis in The Dominican Republic and in Dallas, Texa 
during the Kennedy Assassination investigation. 

In response to the type of work I was doing in New Orleans in 1963, 
I mentioned S work primarily involved security-type 

Either on 5/3/78 or during the Staff Counselor's inquiry on 5/2/78, I 
hi?«tSat^ that I probably was assigned to security matter, commencing 

possibly in 1958. 

Asked about my Fair Play for Cub; Committee (FBCC) investigations. 
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Office. I explained that as PPCC headquarters were in New York, the TOI s 
New York office was considered the Office of Origin of the PPCC investi- 
gation. I added that based on information received from sources of the 
New York office who had knowledge of certain PPCC activities, leads 
involving the territory covered by the New Orleans Division were received 
from time to time from the New York office. My recollection is that such 
leads were limited to the identification of the person (s) or group(s) 
residing in the New Orleans office territory who probably had been in 
contact with PPCC headquarters. Additionally, address and ^pl^ent 
data were developed concerning individuals. It is my recollecti^ that 
such leads were submitted to field office* from the New York office in 
a form letter which would simply identify such persons or groups in 
touch with PPCC and would instruct the particular office involved to 
conduct a limited inquiry in accordance with a specific action of the 
Manual of Instructions. Once that limited data (descrahed ^ove) was 
obtained, a communication would be sent to the New York office setting- 
forth the results of such limited inquiry. If there were no additional 
leads outstanding, the communication would be marked "RDC." is the 

abbreviation for -Referred Upon Completion to the Office of 
Actually, that was to tantamount to closing a case in an auxiliary office. 

I then commented that while 1 had the PPCC case aeaigned to me, 
it may be that 1 had 5, 6, or more leads submitted to me by the Bew York 
office over an extended period of time, Accordin^y, I 
PPCC case in the Bew Orleans office had been opened and RDC d (closed) 

in as many times. * 

I am presuming that when word was received at the New Orleans 
Division of the PBl that Lee Harvey Oswald was endeavoring to open a 
PPCC Chapter in the New Orleans area, it was at that time it 
necessar^ for me to establish the identity and 

furnish pertinent data regarding his identity and activities as a PPCC 
maaber in New Orleans to the New York office and possibly to PBI 
headquarters. I informed the Sub-cimmittee that I was not to 

recall whether the individual case on Lee Harvey Oswald, prdb^ly ^der 
the character of "Internal Security-R" or "Poreign Agents Registration 
Act" and assigned to another agent, had been opened before I 
conducted leads relative to Oswald's activities involv^g At 

any rate, with the opening of the subject case on Oswald, the 
matter took precedence over the PPCC caee in eo far as 

Oswald was concerned. The individual case under the f ^ 

Oswald was assigned to another agent and was, in ® 

of investigation whereas my inquiry of Oswald was limited to his alleged 
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activities in connection with the Pair Play for Cuba Committee. I 
reiterated to the Sub-committee members that all of the foregoing and 
what follows must, of necessity, be characterized as "recollection." I 
explained that I do not have access to FBI files and particularly to the 
reports that I had written pertaining to matters in which the Sub- 
committee has exhibited an interest. 



In response to specific inquiry, I narrated the extent of my 
investigation involving Oswald under the PPCC caption. I explained that 
I could not at this late date (some 15 years subsequent to my 
investigation) recall the identities of specific sources contact^ by me. 

I did say that obviously I would have contacted a large nuxnber of Cuban 
sources and had acquired information concerning Oswald ' s employment , 
residence, and general activities. I mentioned that it would have bew 
equally logical for me to have utilized any information pertin^t to the 
PPCC investigation involving Oswald that may have been in the individual 
case under the "IS-R" or "PARA" caption assigned to SA Milton R. KaacX. 

I am certain that there was included a copy of the Interview to^rt Pom 
settingforth the interview of Lee Harvey Oswald by SA Jack Quigley. When 
pressed for the identities of sources, as stated above, I could not say 
with any certainty at this time who they were by name, but that I pr^ably 
contacted quite a nunber.of people including numerous anti-Castro C^ms 
who conceivably would be aware of Oswald's pro-Castro activities and when 
pressed for names, I suggested I may have talked to Carlos Brin^ier, 

Prank Bartes, Amesto Rodriquez and others and may have check^ at the 
Post Office concerning his Post Office Box, but at this late date I could 
not be certain about tbe details. I reminded the Commxttee “e^e^s ^at there 
was no point in my conducting investigation already conducted by SA Kaack in 
handling his investigation of Oswald. Congressman Dodd, at that poxnt, 
made some comments that could be interpreted that my investigation ^y have 
been limited considering the importance of the investigation. He then said 
that Oswald had been a known defector to the Soviets and had been pandering 
the PPCC. I then stated I had no way of detailing the amount of investi- 
gation I conducted simply because too many years have passed since ^ 
conducted that inquiry. I mentioned that if I had access to pertinent rai 
files, I could give a specific answer.^ Without such material, I could only 
state that as was my custom all my investigations were thorough and my 
investigation had been more than adequate and covered the matter in every 
detail. -I mentioned that having a large number of cases assigned to me ^ 

which nunbered perhaps, between 40 and 60 cases at ^ ^ ^ 

the PPCC matter, it was my custom to handle each matter thoroughly and 

completely. 



I also mentioned that having been reminded through Coanittee to^selor 
Gen 23 san's questioning that Oswald was arrested by New Orleans Police 




c 



o 



August 9, 1963, that I would assume that my investigation probably commenced 
on that date or shortly thereafter, or if it had already been active, it 
would probably not have been in effect for too long a period prior to 
August 9, 1963. I reminded the Committee that Lee Harvey Oswald moved 
from the New Orleans area in September of 1963 and established a new 
address in the Dallas, Texas area. Hence, any information developed 
pertinent to our investigative interests was recorded in the coranunication 
to the New York office, and the Dallas Division would have been advised 
of Oswald's travel to Dallas. I mentioned that it would have been 
incumbent upon the case agent handling the "IS—R" or the "FARA" case to 
]iave taken the steps to change the Office of Orxgin to Dallas whereas the 
PPCC case would have rmnained with the New York office as the Office of 
Origin. Hence, the FPCC case, in so far as the Oswald investigation was 
concerned, was a secondary matter, the other described case assigned to 
SA Kaack being the primaary investigation of Oswald. 

In response to specific inquiry by the Staff Counselor, I mentioned 
that Oswald was reported to have passed out hand bills in front of the 
International Trade Mart Building in New Orleans. That information, to 
the best of my memory, had been furnished to the FBI by Jesse Core. The 
Staff Counselor had indicated that that event took place on the 16th of 
August, 1963. At that time, Oswald was allegedly accompanied by a young 
man who helped him distribute such hand bills. I mentioned that it was 
my recollection that the latter individual was determined to have been 
nothing more than a helper who had no interest in the FPCC. I added that 
such information, to *the best of my recollection, had been developed by 
some other agent (s) and was not the result of my specific inquiry. 

Congressman Dodd wanted to know if pro-Castro informants were 
contacted as well as anti-Castro informants. To the best of my memory, 

I could not recall whether there were any active pro-Castro groups 
positively identified at that time in the area, and it is my recollection 
that there were none. I believe I did explain that among anti-Castro 
Cubans, there were quite a number who specialized in trying to identify 
pro-Castro Cxibans. 

. I believe that I reiterated the difficulty of 
responding with specificity to such questions without an opportunity to 
refresh my memory through file reviews. 

I was asked if I saw the report of Jack Quigley. I qualified the 
term "report" to mention that if they were referring to Quigley' s ^ 
Interview Report Form, which I believe is also referred to as a "^309 
Form", I was certain that I did read that report as I seemed to recall 
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that I had probably included it in my report along with a cojy ? 
of<T5t of Oswald's TV/Radio debate with an anti-^astro Cuban 

^ Srori:a«. I b.u.v., .fter hi. .rr.st for alt.rc.tion 

with anti-Castro Cubans on August 9, 1963. 

in response to a specific question, I replied it 
for someone^ a district jail to ask to see an FBI agent. The Sta« 
Counselor inquired if someone were arrested on a misdemeanor, wwld they 
l^^cSw w^to see an FBI agent? As he was referring to Lee Ha^ey 
O^ald's^arrest on a misdemeanor. I pointed out that 
not the misdemeanor charge, but the fact that there was 
he had been engaged in distributing the leaflets on behalf of a 
nation or a foreign group which made him of interest to the ^BI. I also 
?hat I? 0 . 3 aia\ad he.n in the ““/“““war. 

simply because he were a missing person, it is poss^le if 
that the officers involved in bringing him there had information ^out 
hia distributing "Coninunist" literature, it was not unreasonable to surmis 
^hat hf^ feJTuncomfortable in perhaps believing the police were 

-red necks” and could be hostile to someone handling such subversive 
iT^ra^re “f such were the case, it would appear logical to ask to 
speak to aA FBI agent. Here again, I emphasized 

cLrge" seemed to have no bearing on whether or not he had asked to see 
an FBI agent. 

As I recall the sequence of questioning, I am aware now that the 
^..tio/s by 

would Lee Harvey Oswald have asked to talk to an FB g * 4 . 1 , ni 4 n (4 

was^hat I could not personally “•'“t'li.rhf Lv^. 

rtf Oswald but as a matter of speculation, I mentioned that he may have 

h..n conc;m.d ^»t ^^ri H S^ten^car- 

harurSlt^Jhrwar.;.c:u .. X h.d no .P«iflc 

tawlSg. as to why he would ask to talk to an ral ag«t. 

inouirv was than mad. of m. as to whsther Jack Quigley 
the iidSe/before going to the 1st District Police 

Se te«^/oLald. I r«ponded that I had no idea whether h. had or h^ 
^ot ch«kil tte indices. I was th«» asked if 
agent to go on Saturday to interview Lee “'"'V 

long standing policy of the New Orleans office of tte rei W re.^ to 
any request for an agent from anyone incarcerated in tte 
l/waHlso the policy to handle 

the Coiiiaittee had enlightened me when it mentioned that SA Quigley 



- 5 - 



G 



O 



conducted the interview on a Saturday, because I had not recalled on what 
day the interview had been conducted. Having been so informed, I also 
mentioned that I recalled that when I acted as a "Saturday Supervisor", 
one of the first things I would do upon arriving at the office in the 
morning was to contact every police district station to ascertain if they 
had anyone in custody that was of possible interest to the bureau. If a 
positive amswer were received, then an agent was dispatched to conduct 
appropriate interviews. 

Asked if I thought it unusual that Oswald had been interviewed 
by Quigley, I mentioned that I thought it unusual that a non-security- 
type agent would have interviewed him, and Z simply added that it 
probably would have been better for a security agent to have conducted 
the interview. I then mentioned that after intensive questioning on the 
day before (May 2, 1978) by the Staff Coimselor as to whether SA Quigley 
had discussed the interview with me zmd I could not really recall. 

However, later on the evening of 5/2/78, I tried to refresh my memory 
and had been able to vaguely recall that I was surprised to learn that 
Quigley had interviewed a security stJbject without Bureau headquarters' 
approval. However, it seems that if my memory serves me correctly, I 
later laamed that Quigley had said that Oswald had asked to speak to an 
agent a n d for that reason there was no technical violation of the Bureau's 
regulation against interviews of security subjects without prior Bureau 
authority. At any rate, I mentioned to the Ccramittee all that was 
involved, had Oswald not asked to see an agent, would have been an 
infraction of Bureau “administrative regulations which possibly could have 
resulted in a reprimand or possibly a letter of censure. 

During the questioning, some surprise was exhibited by the Sub- 
committee that Oswald had not been interviewed by agents handling the 
investigations of him. Here again, I explained that the Bureau had 
determined it to be sound policy that a security subject not be interviewed 
until the investigations were completed and fully reported, at which time 
it would have been customary to submit a separate communication along 
with the closing report formally requesting in writing Bureau authority 
to interview such a subject and spell out cryptically what the agent 
expected to gain by such an interview. 

Some concern was expressed as to why such a long interview was 
conducted of someone in jail on a local charge. I responded that I 
could not answer such a question, ex<?ept to suggest that the length of 
the interview would depend on several ^factors, including the content of 
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the data furnished by the party beii>9 toterview^. Mditi^aX^. I 
surmised it was possible that Agent Quxgley perhaps felt ttat the 
;^^^ect would be^eleased shortly since the =h« 9 e was 
and^that he may not have another opportunity to elicit pertinent data 

frta him under favorable circumstances. * •^'^ed, in 

mifbstioninq that I did not know why SA Quigley went to the 1st District 
station. that 

^KMCk*l^ed*to fish and may have been unavailable on a Saturday fishing 
trio Of course, all of the foregoing is speculation. In any event, 
SaSrday duty agents were usually obliged to handle Inte^iews of people 
i^ district jails who were involved in matters that may bring them within 
the purview of the Bureau's investigative interests. 

Inouirv was made of me as to the manner in which I had determojied 
that Hidell was non-existent. I responded that this was merely a logical 
, . after extensive investigation failed to reveal the existence 

©raiyone by the name of Hidell. I commented 

^sassination of President Kennedy, I had ®i°” 

S^:id". S!d^ I «)ced Lr if She kn», -HWell- who «. 

tohave been the sole member of the New Orleans »a^er ot th e FfCC asxde 

“rom Lee Harvey Oswald. She respond*! that "Hifell” was “ 

Lee-s imagination. She hastened to ex^ain ttat Lee 

and picked "Hidell” ah he felt it rhymed wxth fidel. ^e had attested, 
in hM comments, to the fact that there was no one by the name of 
■Sidell". I mentioned that I had recalled that an rel s^rce. ^o was 
knowledgeable of PPCC activities at that organization s 
had obtained a copy of a letter written by Lee Harvey Oswald to PTO 
headouarters the content of which made it clear that Lee really dW 
not know anyme within the PPCC, but in his letter was making wertures 
to PKC headijuartets to permit him to open a Chapter In New Orleans. 

I was asked when was it that 1 knew that Oswald went to M«ico. My 
answer was that too much time has elapsed to permit me ° P 
in any form of time perspective. I dxd comment 
learned of that information before the 

could not be certain. At any rate, my * v?, 

made subsequent to his departure from. New Orleans after "P . 

“sidence^ that city to move to Dall«. I added 

travel to Mexico would have been something pursued by SA Kaack who h 
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x -1 «« T was then asked if SA Kaack had known of 

“ Sric^bef^rtie .asasBinatio„ wouia 
a fMtor to encourage him to intensify his investigation. My 
answer was, “possihly”, but I mentioned that I thought possttly as far as 
HM, Orleans office was concerned that Oswald's trip to Mexico, ha 
“ be« made after giving up his residence in 

a matter that would have been of primary concern to the new Office of 
Or“in! oSJas. Here again, the passage of seme 15 year, without a chance 
to review the files precludes a definitive answer. 

T waa asked if I personally met Lee Harvey Oswald, and my answer 
to thaJ ^Ltiofwas a «tegoric''"no-. I stated that I had not kn^ingly 
i^ken t^ Lee Harvey Oswald by phone. I was then asked how many t^es 
T^ad contact with Orestes Pena, and I responded by a rough 
ii^ilS of 6 tf fprobsble maximum of 12 times. 1 was 

Pena had been an i“y ha«\~n‘^ 

of ”?^tion!“ responded that possibly he may have been listed on a «rd 

^ ^r^icr« a s^ce of information. I then explain^ a 

he anvone who has been contacted previously particularly in a 

who nly have responded to inquiry by furnishing ^forMtion. I mentioned 

that Orestes Pena, to my knowledge, had never initiated a f ow 

Sjor^tl^ to^e PBI. My recollection of him is that 5 ® tt. type 

of person I would have been inclined to develop as an 

he was not inclined to furoish data freely or voluntarily. In 

fact, I could not recall him having furnished any 19“ * 

any time and it seems .that what ha did furnish, was quite limited 

response to specific inquiry • 

It was then asked why would Orestes Pena yve TOd eJ^. ta^mt ttat 

he had seen me with Lee Harvey Oswald. I reminded **« 

helief that such a statement by Pena was not supplied by him to the 

S^rrei C^Usi^r In fact, I suipect that the * 

-^atement was not more than a year or two ago. I then said that the 

accusation was an unmitigated and bare-faced lie. I had not given muc 

thought until in the recent past when a Canadian 

representative had posed the question during 

Because his question was asked several times, I gained the 

tharhe wis trying to ascertain if I thought Pena was trying to cloud 

the issue by suggesting my association with Lee Harvey 

:ruS.‘=rcc^en1ed“‘:hat 

service of some foreign group or some subversive cxud. 



t 
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this line of iiestioning triggered BV recollection that Pena tMVel^ 
to Europe in 1964, and that in view of the foregoing thoughts, it My be 
that his activities after the assassination should bear more scrutiny. 

I commented that I was prompted by such inquiries to give that 
aspect of the Kennedy assassination investigation some additional thou^t. 

I thereafter reached the conclusion that Bringi^'s ‘ ® 

assassination to the effect that Orestes Pena had told him that he had 
seen Lee Harvey Oswald in his (Pena's) bar during the summer of 1963, 
really placed some question on Pena's credibility. In retrosp^t, it wm 
ll^renl that my persistence in trying to elicit from Pena during att^pted 
interviews in early '64 the details relative to his comment to Bringuier 
undoubtedly were disturbing to Pena. The Conmittee is aware that Pena 
finally acquiesced in an interview by me and another agent in the presen 
of his attorney late in the first half of 1964. If my memory 
correctly. Pena finally admitted that he had not made 

•Bringuier; I would suspect that admission may have been h^f^iating to 
Pena. As I had been the "instrument" of his grudging ^ 

very well be the basis for his antagonism towards me which resulted in his 
coSaenting that he had seen me with Oswald before ^® ^ 

short, an attempt to embarrass me or to make life difficult for me. 

I thought it pertinent to mention to the Conmittee that J'®J^®^®f°J® 

I have never disclosed hearsay conroents concerning Pena, which I ^ink 
ought to be considered by the Committee. I mentioned that aaveral sources 
had commented, in approximately 1963, that P^a was an ^desir^le 
individual; a pervert who allegedly engaged in unnatural acts wi^ females, 

and who had the reputation of often bullying some ®®®®^ ° 

patronized his bar. These same sources, whose identities ^ 

recall, had also commented that he had beaten some of his clientel witt 

pool stick, that he felt that he could get away with almost any 

^he had contacts within the New Orleans Police Departm^t. ^ 

that as those statements were hearsay, I would not ever have ®® 

a matter of record. Nonetheless, in view of Pena s wild 

against me, I did feel compelled to at least mention the type of ^®^^ation 

he had among different people with whom I spoke who kn^ him, if 

o^ef reason than to give some perspective to the 

or as a basis for further inquiry by the Committee. I ®^®"^f 

Pena, being an operator of a bar for seamen, ® ^td j 

money to permit him to take a trip to -Europe in 1964. ^9®^' ^ * 

was Lpressed that he was trying to ga^ an aura of 

respectability by becoming an officer In one or more of ^e 

orgLizations in the New Orleans area. The foregoing would be important 
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in understanding why his recorded denial of having made a statement to 
Bringuier that he had seen Oswald in his bar in the stunaer of 1963 could 
have been extremely enbarrasing to this individual who apparently was 
trying so hard to be important in the Spanish-speaking conmxinity in 
New Orleems. I then commented that my stibsequent inquiry of employees 
of Pena's establishment known as the Habana Bar, namely Evaristo 
Rodriguez and his brother, Ruperto Pena, and a barmaid did not in fact 
truly confirm the presence of Lee Harvey Oswald in Pena's bar in the 
stimmer of 1963. Once again, I had to say that too ^ny years had passed 
since that event to be able to be definite about any statement I made 
without an opportxinity of reviewing pertinent Bureau files. 

I was asked if I knew about Garrison's investigation before I left 
on transfer from New Orleans to the Bureau. I recall that I departed 
New Orleans in my personal car on March 1, 1967. My response was that I 
was not aware of his interests in me or of his investigation at that time. 
The first time I became aware of such an interest in me was when I was 
notified through channels of the Justice Department in Washington, D. C. 
that Garrison had issued a subpoena for me to testify in his investigation 
of the assassination of former President Kennedy. My recollection was 
that the U. S. Department of Justice had informed me that it had decided 
it would not honor the subpoena, and X was left with the definite 
impression that the rationale for that decision was that the investigation 
of the assassination of the President of the United States was primarily 
a Federal matter, and accordingly, the Department of Justice would have 
been disinclined to pbxmit Garrison to pre-empt Federal responsibility. 

I was then asked why would Garrison want to subpoena me. I responded 
that I did not know specifically. However, it was recollection that 
Garrison had been quoted as saying in one of his books or in one of his 
many interviews that when Lee Harvey Oswald left New Orleans for Dallas, 
de Brueys followed him; and after the assassination, de Brueys returned 
to New Orleans. I pointed to that remark as a sample of Garrison's use 
of half-truths to distort reality. I commented that I had never been 
in Dallas, Texas prior to the assassination of President Kennedy. I 
added that on the day following the assassination I had been assigned to 
assist in the investigation being conducted by the Dallas Division and had 
ranained there for approximately two months, returning to New Orleans 
some time during the last few days of January, 1964. I mentioned that 
those were the facts. Hence, Garrison's statement thafafter Oswald left 
New Orleans for Dallas that I had followed him there, and after the 
assassination had returned," if loosely' read, could be considered by 
some to be factual. Oswald left New 0;rleans in September, 1963 for 
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Dallas. 1 departed the day after the assassxhatiOT. Bence, ‘ 

Statement that I “followed" Oswald to Dallas, while a half-truth is 
mis^^dLg and confusing to people who read it. and his statement conveys 
ideas that are completely inaccurate. The only other conclusion I can 
make is that Garrison's sources or his intelligence was extremely po or 
and hence, if that were true, this may explain the above quoted comment 
which is typical of his prolific flow of inaccuracies, at least as best as 

I can discern it, 

I was then asked whether I knew sdjout Cuban training camps in the 
New Orleans area. I commented that there were numerous rumors ttat the 
Federal Government had such camps in the New Orleans area, but I 
really confirmed their actual existence. I added that I not conduct 
any investigation concerning the alleged establishment of the U. S. 
Government of camps in the area a. I felt that ^e agmcy of F^eral 

Government should not investigate the alleged 

another (CIA) unless specifically instructed to do so for suitable reasons 
by higher authority. 

I was then asked if I knew of the raid conducted in the New Orleans area 
on one of those camps or training sites. My response was “no . I th^ 
added that I had personally conducted a search warrant of an ^occupx^ 
sunroer home located on the other side of the lake from New Orleans and had 
found and seized a large number of cases of dynamite, percuss!^ 
napalm powder, wiring and some gutted aerial bonibs. I then said that ^ 
ow^er ofthe house wab present during the execution of the search warrant 
as a result of our efforts to contact him. I believe his name was 
Mcllheney (ph) , who was a gambler who had previously operated in Ciiba. 
indicated there was no raid by FBI on any training camp. 

I do not recall the ensuing discussion emanating from one or more 
of the Committee mmnbers, but whatever it was it prompted me to ma e 
comments, the gist of which would be as follows: 

I believe I suggested there were other types of theories compounded 
by various individuals as to how the assassination occurred, many 
of which supported the theory of a conspiracy and none of which, 
to my knowledge, was based on hard evidence. I then commented 
that whatever I did in the form of investigation and analysis 
pertaining to Oswald or the FPCC prior to the assassination as 
well as my efforts after the assassination all were performed in 
a probative manner with a considerable amount of forethought, and 
after the assassination, under conditions of high stress, adding 
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that at tiroes I worked as many as 40 hours without sleeping during my 
special assignment in Dallas after the assassination. I stated that 
subsequent to my 2-Month assignirent in Dallas, approximately between 
November 24, 1963 and January 24, 1964 I recalled having conducted only 
about a half-dozen or so leads in the New Orleans office related to the 
assassination. I emphasized that the major portion of my work after the 
assassination and after my return to New Orleans from my special assignment 
in Dallas, involved other matters. I explained that I continued to carry 
a high case load and spent a good portion of my time as a relief supervisor 
on the SAC'S desk. 

I mentioned that prior to my transfer from New Orleans to Washington 
in March of 1967, I had spent 6 to 7 months on special assignment in the 
Dominican Republic during the revolutionary crisis in that country; that 
my thoughts during that period had nothing to do with the assassination 
investigation; that after March 1, 1967, I had been assigned to four 
different divisions at FBI headquarters, and subsequently spent some seven 
years in assignments outside of continental United States in South America 
and San Juan, Puerto Rico. I mentioned, particularly, that during my five 
years in South America there was little or no time spent in conversing 
about the assassination investigation and, hence, I was less able to recall 
specifics than I would have, had I ranained in the New Orleans office 
and had had matters pertaining to the assassination consistently brought 
up and reviewed. 

Additionally, I explained that as a dedicated public servant, I felt 
it was my duty to perform the various responsibilities that were assigned to 
me in the numerous posts 1 held subsequent to the assassination and to 
perform those tasks to the best of my ability. Accordingly, there will be 
any number of people outside the Bureau who may have made a fetish of 
studying the assassination investigation, many of whom are perhaps more 
familiar with many of the facts developed in the assass^ation investigation 
than I would be at this time. However, I wanted to remind the Committee 
that such people, even those on the Committee, will lack the perspective 
that can only be obtained by having been present on the scene at the time 
of the assassination investigation which would have given thmn a fuller 
appreciation of the sequence of events and the mechanics of the Bureau's 
operation that had proved efficient and successful over the years. Nor 
would they have been aware of the pandemonium t*at existed at the time of 
the assassination. The Dallas Police Department by law had primary 
jurisdiction of that investigation. 



f 



- 12 - 





with the foregoing in mind, I then mentioned that all of the 
speculation and the wild theory advanced by writers and investigators, 
after the fact, usually has one outstanding weakness, and that is that 
their conclusions are not based on fact, but primarily on conjecture 
speculation. Accordingly, and here again based solely on my recollection, 
the following "facts" stand out in my mind as overriding any theory or 

speculation! 



Prior to the assassination of former President John P. Kennedy, 

Oswald was not happy with his job in the Texas School Book Depository. 
FBI Investigation, if I remember correctly, established that Oswald 
had been making inquiries about employment elsewhere in the Dallas 

area. 



Secondly, Oswald and his wife, Marina, resided with a Quaker 
couple by the name of Payne (ph) in Irving, Texas. A neighbor of 
the Payne's, who was also employed at the Texas School Book 
Depository, would drive Lee Harvey Oswald from the Payne residence 
to the Texas School Book Depository every Monday, During the 
remainder of the week, Lee Harvey Oswald would live in his apart- 
ment in the general downtown area of Dallas. On each Friday after 
work, Oswald would ride home with the School Book Depository worker 
and neighbor of the Payne's in that person's car and would return as 
stated with the neighbor on Monday morning to work. To the best of 
my knowledge, our FBI investigation revealed that Oswald did not 
return to the IrVing residence at any other time during the week, 
Oswald used to spend Monday thru Thursday nights at his downtown 
Dallas apartment. Eventually, Oswald and Marina got into a heavy 
argument and became estranged one from the other. Thereafter, 

Oswald spent all of his time In his downtown apartment, I do not 
recall at this late date whether that estrangement occurred two or 
three or more weeks prior to the assassination, but it would 
that several weeks had elapsed before the assassination since the 
time of that estrangement. On the day before the assass^ation, 
there appeared for the first time in the Dallas press public notice 
of the parade route that President Kennedy's motorcade would take on 
the following day. If my memory serves me correctly, there had been 
no prior public notice of the President's procession route. 
Accordingly, it was only when Oswald went out to lunch on that day 
before the assassination that Obviously he discovered that the 
President's car was going to pasg right in front of the Texas School 
Book Depository. Again if I recall correctly, it was after l^ch 
that he contacted the neighbor of. the Payne's, who worked in the 
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School Book Depository, and told him that he wanted to ride 
home with him on that Thursday night for the purpose of picking 
up some curtain rods for his downtown apartment. I reminded the 
Committee that unless my memory is incorrect, this is the first 
time he had gone home on a Thursday night in the neighbor's car 
or at anytime other than the previously outlined schedule. My 
recollection is that upon reaching the Payne's house, his 
conversation with Marxna was limited. And, the following morning, 
he brought back the rifle that he used to kill the President on 
that S2une day. I told the Conanittee that these are the facts that 
hardly indicate any long-range or short-range planning or any 
semblance of a conspiracy. 

Assuming that I had narrated these facts correctly from memory, 
anyone would be hard put to conjure up wild speculation to controvert the 
logical conclusion that the shooting of President Kennedy by Oswald was 
anything more than a spontaneous, albeit warped, reaction of the same sick 
mentality that prcmapted him to take a shot at General Walker previously , 
as has been indicated by investigation. 

It is because of the foregoing that it is my personal opinion that 
the assassination was the act of a lone individual; a loser, who so 
dearly wanted to be somebody in this world. However, he otherwise lacked 
the ability or the drive to become som^ody and accept the standards of 
the society in which he lived. It was my belief that he was the product 
of a very strange mother. I added that that may explain his study of 
Communism while in the military, the idea being that if he could become 
an expert in an area that was little understood by his associates, he 
could in his own warped mind have both the feeling of importance and 
superiority, which he seems to have needed. I told the Committee ^at 
I recall asking Marina how much Oswald knew about Communism, and she said 
laughingly that he really understood very little about the systaa. I asked 
Marina if she knew whether Oswald liked Russia better than the U.S., and 
I recall her saying, "Lee no like Russia. Lee no like United States. Lee 
no like Cuba. Lee like Moon." Marina spoke in faulty English, and vhat I 
gathered that she was trying to say was that Lee didn't like anything Ui 
this world. She also spoke disparagingly of his ability to speak Russian. 

I also spoke, at the conclusion of my testimony, about the extensive 
work performed by the FBI in covering Ihousands of leads in an inexhaustible 
fashion; about the Bureau conducting le^ds that obviously originated in 
demented, minds, and yet for the sake of thoroughness, had nonetheless 
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carried our probative inquiries. I reminded the Committee that Congress 
had failed to anticipate the need for a statute placing the primary 
investigation of the killing of a Chief Executive of the Unxted Sta^s 
within the authority of a Federal investigative agency, but I stated it 
was commendable that the deficiency was rectified by making such a crime 
a Federal violation within the primary investigative jurisdiction of the 
FBI. I commented that it is important to remember the amount of tension 
and chaos that existed immediately after the assassination, citing many of 
the acts carried out by people involved in the President's party. Hospital 
attendants and doctors acted primarily to save the Presid^t. No thought 
was qiven to the preservation of evidence or doing that which would look 

in an Inv.atigative report after the ae.a.aination. 1 added juch 
things as the hurried and undoubtedly thorough surgical effort performed to 
save the President and the subsequent written report of surgery performed 
again was not done with the idea in mind of looking good in the courtroom, 
but was done in response to the overriding desire to do what was necessary 
at the time to save the President. It is those critical things dcma 
immediately after the assassination that are pointed to now by critics as 
saying that it is unfortunate that it was not done in a different fashion 
and these are the same deficiencies from an investigator's and lawyer s 
standpoint, that seem to raise questions of doubt in post-assassination 
speculation as to whether there was a conspiracy involved. 

I reminded the Committee that while the FBI did participate in making 
inquiry after the assassination, that by law the Dallas Police Depa^en 
had the primary investigative jurisdiction in conducting the 
gation. With no intent to malign the Dallas Department's . 

assassination investigation, it must nevertheless be recognized 
small urban police department was ill-equipped to handle such an historic 
and important investigation. These factors accent for the 
atmosphere that prevailed after Lee Harvey Oswald s arrest. Here again, 
this is no criticism of the fine efforts made by the Dallas Police 
Department's personnel but simply that the efforts were so ^volved as to 
overwhelm a police system designed to handle matters ot considerably less 
importance than a President's assassination. 

The Committee should remember in it's analysis of the assassination 
investigation, that the FBI really did not assume 

until (if I remember correctly) ordered to do so after Oswald was killed 

^Ruby. Lch a situatio,., prompted primarily by Congress' 

sight in providing the necessary legislation to avoid such confusion. 
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to breed questions that could never be answered with 
suggested that the Conanittee endeavor to understand the 
of fast moving events that unfolded immediately after the 
in their quest for factual data and truth. 



I also mentioned some time during the testimony that the following 
experiences may give perspective to the Committee's understanding of 
the Bureau's investigation of the assassination of President Kennedy* 



I mentioned that within a few days after my arrival in Dallas to 
take part in the investigation of the assassination of President 
Kennedy after having worked since approximately 6*00 A.M. or 
7:00 A.M., I was told about 5:00 P.M. on the afternoon of the 
s^e date that the President wanted a report about Lee Harvey 
Oswald. I raoained on duty without sleep from 5*00 P.M. until 
the next morning about 9*00 or 10:00 A.M. during which time Z 
supervised the compilation of a report on the background of Lee 
Harvey Oswald. This required assembling of the results of 
investigations from not only the Dallas office, but from a 
number of other field offices including Legal Attache Offices 
of the FBI overseas. This extensive task was performed ^der 
pressure approximately between the hours of 5*00 P.M. and 8*00 A.M. 
of the following morning. The net result was a report of over 800 
pages. This required the assembling of each investigative 
interview and report under proper headings as well as an under- 
standing of those contents in order to prepare a synopsis and 
provide accurate data for the cover and administrative pages of 
that report. As an example of the massive nature of the task 
involved, I mentioned that the mere numbering of the pages after 
the report was assembled in order to be done accurately and 
uniformly, took more than an hour. The perforating of 
800-page^reports. in the absence of present day equipment, required 
the greater part of another hour. In summary, I tried to impress 
the Committee that here was a report of more than 800 pages 
compiled, in a sense, overnight by agents who had not slept 
approximately 6*00 A.M. the day before, and under 
a penchant for accuracy and legibility. The effort 
approximately 20 agents and a large number of 
clerks and that report will have.to stand the 

n^Lr^ a^d Z sensitivity as to. the conditions 

under Siich it was performed. In the quiescence ® 

of months and even years of scrutiny, any critic could obviously 
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come up with some type of complaint about the manner in which 
that report was compiled. Strangely enough, to my knowledge to 
date, I have heard of no significant criticism of that first 
report produced by the FBI Division in Dallas after the assassi- 
nation of President Kennedy. I reiterated to the Committee that 
it is important to have perspective in criticizing the FBI's 
work under those arduous condictions. This is the reason for ny 
earlier comment that critics and investigators can review reams 
of material on the assassination and never have a true apprecia- 
tion of what occurred unless their investigation includes a 
complete understanding of the Bureau's methods and mechanics of 
investigation as well as a true understanding of the commendable 
efforts made by hxindreds of FBI investigators and employees who 
gave unselfishly of their service during the post-assassination 

period. • 



I also made mention during the testimony of another instance where ^ 

I spent approximately 38 hours without sleep carrying our responsibilities 
after the assassination. I narrated to thmn that Bureau headquarters had 
wanted the property of Oswald that had been seized by the Dallas Police 
Department catalogued and sent to Bureau headquarters. Again, ttis 
request, which required all the technicalities of preserving evidence 
be adhered to, came in the late afternoon. It seems that it must have 
been about 3s 00 P.M. that I arrived at the Dallas Police Department to 
arrange for the transfer of such material from the Dallas Police Depart- 
ment to the Bureau, the atmosphere at the Police Department was humming 
as it was the scene of activity that hardly made it conducive to an 
analytical survey of Lee Harvey Oswald's property. I might add that 
included in Oswald's property seized by the Police Department were a 
number of items belonging to the Payne's that had been co-mingled with 
Oswald's property. Included in several cartons among his possessions 
were a diary involving his activities in Russia, an address book, 
numerous photographs and a multitude of other things. In fact, the 
items were so numerous that I was able to convince the property cust^ian, 
a Dallas Police Captain, that logic would dictate it prudent for us to 
carry the material to the FBI office where I could find a quiet 
compile an inventory. He agreed, and it was not until very late ^ the 
afternoon that he and I actually began the laborious task of cataloguing 
each and every item contained in those boxes. It was not until 
midnight before I was able to give the hard-working and 
captain a complete inventory and receij>t for the property, which he had 
turned over to the FBI. At that point, ‘it became incumbent upon me to 
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Stated above was said on May J, 
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